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Study on the Transforming Chitinase and f-1,3-glucanase to
Pepper Via Agrobacterium tume faciens

XIE Li-bo,GUO Ya-hua, WANG Xue,GAO Yong-li,ZHOU Yu
(Horticultural Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150069)

Abstract; In vtro plant of pepper at about 7~ 10 d were used as material of infection for transformation of fungi
resistant genes Chitinase and B-1, 3-glucanase via Agrobacterium tume faciens to study the impact from genotype,
explant type and concentration of antibiotic on genetic transformation of pepper,in order to obtain resistant plant
through gene modification. The results showed that significant difference appeared in the transformation with various
genotypes, explants types, varieties of antibiotics and the concentration. Three resistant pepper plants were gained after
transformation of genes of chitinase and -1, 3-glucanase via agrobacterium tume faciens.
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Comparison Study on the Tissue Culture of Different Varieties of Chrysanthemum

DING Shi-min' , WANG Ze-yu’ ,SONG Jian-yun® , ZHU Ming-hui* , HAO Hui-jun'
(1. Department of Landscape Engineering, Weifang Vocational College, Weifang, Shandong 261031;2. Shandong Agricultural University,
Taian , Shandong 271000 ; 3. Zhucheng Landscape Bureau, Zhucheng, Shandong 2622003 4. Haiyang Landscape Bureau, Haiyang, Shandong
265100)

Abstract: Taking °Dadihong”’, Jinsiju’, ¢ Hongxianjingou”’, ‘ Tianwangshan’, ¢ Fengqingyuebai’, ¢ Donghaiyue’,
‘Fushilihua’, ¢ Beijinghong”’, ¢ Caixiawanlu’, ¢ Jinlongpanhong’, ¢ Guanghui”’ ¢ Jingouguayue” , ‘ Xinghuo’, ‘ Mohe”,
‘Meiguofen”’, ‘ Lvmudan’, ¢ Manjianghong”,  Hongshijie’ , * Qingshuian”’, ¢ Lvzhaoyun” 20 kinds of chrysanthemum
variety as test material, using the chrysanthemum flower buds as explants in the same culture conditions, callus
induction,induction of buds and rooting conditions of 10 chrysanthemum variety were studied. The results showed
that there were big differences among different varieties of chrysanthemum on the system establishment of the sterile
breed, callus induction, the induction of buds and rooting conditions.
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